12/07/2005 17:35 14083421909 

Atty. Docket No.: RMWRPOO? 



CSG IP LAW 



PAGE 19/21 



Patent 09/932,439 



REMARKS 

Claims 1-36 are pending in the application. Claims 2, 3, 18, 22, 33, and 35 have 
been canceled herein without prejudice. Claims 1, A, 5-6, 8, 10-12, 19, 23, 25-27, 34, and 
35 have been amended. No claims have been allowed. 

Rejections under 35 U.S-C, § 112 

Claim 5 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph as being indefinite. 
Applicants have amended claim 5 to clearly state that it depends from claim. 1^ which 
supplies proper antecedent basis for "the contenf *. Applicants respcctflilly request 
withdrawal of the rejection. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 3, 4, 6, 1 0, 1 1, 1 8, 22, 23, 25, 26, 33, 35, and 36 were objected to as 
depending from a rejected base claim, but were indicated to be allowable if amended to 
include the limitations of respective base claims and any intervening claims. Applicants 
have an:ieDded the claims accordingly so that all of the claims as annended are allowable. In 
particular: 

Claim 1 has been amended to include the limitations of claims 2 and 3; 
Claims 2 and 3 have been canceled; 

Claim 4 has been amended to depend from allowable claim 1 ; 
Claim 5 has been amended to depend from allowable claim I; 
Claim 6 has been amended to be in independent form and to include the limitations 
of claims 1 and 2; 

Claim 7 depends from allowable claim 1; 
Claim 8 depends from allo^^'able claim 1; 
Claim 9 depends from claim 8; 

Claim 10 has been amended to be in independent form and to include the limitations 
of claims 1; 

Claim 1 1 has been amended to be in independent form and to include the limitations 
of claims 1; 

Claim 12 has been amended to include the limitations of claims 18; 
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Claims 13-17 depend from allowable claim 12; 
Claim 18 has been canceled; 

Claitt) 19 has been amended to include the limitations of claims 22; 

Claims 20-21 depend from allowable claim 19; 

Claim 22 ha$ been canceled; 

Claims 23 and 24 depend from allowable claim 19; 

Claim 25 has been amended to be in independent form and to include the limitations 
of claim 19; 

Claim 26 has been amended to be in independent form and to include tlie limitations 
of claim 19; 

Claim 27 has been amended to include the limitations of claims 33; 
Claims 28-32 depend from allowable claim 27; 
Claim 33 has been canceled; 

Claim 34 has been amended to include the limitations of claim 35; 

Claim 35 has been canceled; and 

Claim 36 depends from allowable claim 34. 

Applicants respectfully submit that the claims are allowable as indicated by the 
Examiner. 

Comment on Statement of Reasons for Allowance 

Applicants note the Examiner's reasons for allowance. No inference or conclusion 
should be drawi:> that Applicants believe the Examiner^s reasons for allowance are the only 
reasons the claims are patentable. The Examiner's statement appears to focus on particular 
features or combinations of features, and no reference is made to various other possible 
reasons for allowance. Thus, Applicants interpret the Examiner's statement to be in no way 
exhaustive relative to either the independent or dependent claims* 

Moreover, although Applicants agree with the Examiner's ultimate conclusion that 
the inventions, as claimed herein, are patentable over the prior art, there are many 
inventions described in the above-referenced application that are not claimed herein. 
Indeed, tliese inventions may or may not include one, some, or all of the features set forth in 
the Examiner's statement, 
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Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 102 

Claims 12, 15, 16, 27, 30, 31, and 34 were rejected under 35 U.S-C. § 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Gupte, et al. (U.S. Publication No. 20020055350, heremafter "Gupte"). 

Applicants respectfully submit that the rejections have been overcome and the 
claims as amended are allowable. 

Rejections under 35 US.C. § 103 

Claims 1, 2, 5, 7-9, 21, and 24 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Gupte, in view of Gupte et al (USPUB 20010034225), hereinafter 
referred to as Broman, and further in view of Sorsa (US 6424945). 

Applicants respectfully submit that the rejections have been overcome and that the 
claims are allowable over the prior art. 

CONCLUSION 

Applicants respectfully submit that all of the rejections have been overcome, and 
that all of the pending claims I, 4-17, 19-21, 23-32, 34, and 36 5are in condition for 
allowance. The allowance of the claims is earnestl y requested. The Examiner is 
respectfully requested to call the undersigned if tliere are any issues that remain to be 
resolved prior to allowance of the claims. 



Respectfully submitted, 

Courtney Staniford & Gregory & LLP 



Date : December 7> 2005 




Tel, 408-341-1902 
Fax: 408-342-1909 



Courtney Staniford & Gregory & LLP 
P.O. Box 9686 
Cupertino CA 95014 
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